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/S/

BUREAU Oig/r.AW

T0: Commissioners Murphy aad Macduff
FROM:  prancis V. Dow, Nearing Officer

SUBJECT: In the matter of the applieation of
Herman Neiman for revision or refund
of personal ineome taxes under Article
16 of the Tax Lav for the year 19%7

A hearing with reference to the above matter vas
scheduled hefore me at 80 Ceatre Street, New York, New Yerk,
on October 6, 1966. The taxpayer defenited 1n appearsnee.

The question involved herein is whether the taxpayew .
included all of his income im his tax returs fer the year I9§V.

The tng- er's New York tax retura reported inecme in
the sum of §3 5{ + Kis exemptions exceeded his reported
income. The %axpu‘u' 8 1957 Federal return shoved thet he had
earnings totaling $5,599.90. The Internal Reveaus Serviee ea
audit of his return, allowed deductions in the sum of ﬂ"&%;ﬂ.
The notice of n“itioul assessnent (Assessment No. 79 \
alloved the taxpayer the maximam optional deduction of $500.00.
The taxpayer did not take the standard deduction mor 1list his
deductions. I am of the epinion that the taxpayer's applieatiea
should be partially granted to imclude his speeific dedustionms
as alloved on the Federal audit, since he made no election wmder
seotion 360(18) of the Tax Lawv, and to deay it othervise.

_For the reasons stated abave, I recommend that desisien
of the Tax Commission im the above matter de substaatially ia
the form submitted herewith.

/s/ FRANCIS V. DOW

Teoring iloer

December 12, 1966
m:” (Mee. b, g6 515

MART IN SCHAPIRO
Approved

SAUL HECKELMAN
Approved
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STATR OF EEN TORK
STATR TAX COMMISSION

IR THE NATTER OF TEN APPLICATION

—
R § e

Nerman Neiman, haviag filed an spplicstien for revisien

or refund of persensl inceme tsxes wnder Articie 36 of the
Tax Lav for the yeer 1997, and s 20tiee of hesring davisg does
mmummuwr.;m.matnm*
heering 1o be held ot the offiee of the State Yax Commtssion o8
80 Cemtre strees, New York, Nev Isvk oa Osteder &, 1966 s8¢
~ 9100 A.) Defore Praseis V. Dow, Necring Officsr, of the Bepert-
sent of Tsxation and Fissnse, sad the Senpayer having failed %
appesr a% such heering and his defeult haviag been duly aoted,
the aatter having been exanined and consideved,

The State Tax Cemmission hevedy findss

(1) Thet the tampayer £iled & New Yerk State vestdent
Sax zetura for the yesr 1997 en which he repovted todel inewne
na.as.mm.mummm«w
Sanee (Assassaent Ne. TP SV9797) was issued on Jareh 29, 19Q,
ofding to his totel 1nceme $3,35%.90 vhieh wes sazned by the
Saxpayer daring 1997, sad Smpesed addittenal tax in the sun of
ngmtmmwmammmu
oa his 1937 Pederal 1ncons Sax yetura.



. £

(2) Thet the Intepncl Revenue Serviee o8 on aniit of
Mo 1997 Pederal tax retars allowed the tampayer o dofustion 2
the sum of §1,430.20; that the Sexpayer 414 net take the mextaam
stendard deduction on his Now York S3a%e tox yotura aow 34 he
~ Based mpea the foregeing findings, the State Tox Gommissicn
Meody |

(A) ¥het 1 1957 the tanpayer’s Sotal ncene wes 05, 990.90
as he reperted 1a his Pedeval tax 7etara; thet $ho Saxpeger 35
alloved his spesifie dedustions in the sun of §3,039.20 sines he
414 20t slest o dodiuet frem his esvaiags the saxtuun stenderd
mmhsmmmmmmcmm
uﬁmuammumm.wmm”
MMMMW

j (B uzmmmmmmmm
(4ssesspent Wo. T¥ SIPI7) 1s herehy retucel frea 2.0 0
mummmumwumwum
a-mm;mummmumu |
horein medified, the sesessment is eorvest and hevedy offismed,
mmwummmumnﬁm
therets be and the sane s hewehy dented.

Batedt Albaay, Bew Terk, sa Whe 27th day ef December m .

STATE TAX COMMISEION
/s/ | JOSEPH H. MURPHY .
/s/ JAMES R. MACDUFF
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